70€i4AiHfCoK  Tteuf^iUCix 

of  the 

Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

104  C  STREET,  N.  E. 

WASHINGTON  2,  D.  C. 


Annual  Cost  $2 


Editors:  E.  RAYMOND  WILSON,  WiLMER  A.  COOPER 
PAUL  I.  MILLER,  BETTY  ANN  HERSHBERGER 


WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER  NO.  128 


MAY  4,  1884 


“It  Is  Not  Time  But  People  Working  In  Time  That  Will  Change  Present  Conditions."  — 


DWIGHT  W.  CULVKR 


INDEX 

Negotiate  In  Indo>China 
FCNL  Testifies  On  Agricultural  Surpluses 
Hearings  On  Foreign  Aid  Requests 
Exchange  Of  Persons  Program  Still  in  Jeopardy 
Legislation  Concerning  American  Indians 
Hearings  On  Wire-Tapping  Continue 

ENCLOSURES:  FCNL  Statement  on  Civil  Liberties  and  National  Legislation 
Scattergood  Statement  on  Friends  and  Civil  Liberties. 

(Please  Send  Us  Your  Comments  on  These  Statements,) 


FOR  A  NEGOTIATED  SETTLEMENT  IN  INDO -CHINA 

Senate  Majority  Leader  William  F.  Knowland  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  announced  May  3  that  he  would  support  the  Presi- 
nt  if  he  decided  to  send  troops  to  Indo-China.  Since 
he  Special  Newsletter  of  April  15  was  written,  the  British 
overnment  has  announced  its  reluctance  to  join  in  mili- 
ly  action  in  Indo-China,  and  the  Geneva  Conference  has 
onvened  and  will  soon  consider  the  possibility  of  a  set- 
lement  of  the  seven  year  war  in  Indo-China.  As  indicated 
D  the  last  Newsletter,  no  easy  or  satisfactory  solution  is 
n  sight,  and  the  threat  of  United  States  military  involve- 
nt  continues. 

The  Washington  Post,  in  an  editorial  on  May  2,  argues 
or  the  United  States  using  its  best  efforts  and  prestige  to 
btain  a  broader  settlement  at  Geneva  which  seems  “by 
11  odds  the  most  desirable  from  the  standpoint  of  long 
snge  American  interests”.  The  Washington  Post  rejects 
idea  of  going  to  war,  which  they  say  would  be  with 
Offlmunist  China,  as  tremendous  folly,  and  thinks  that 
re  acquiescence  in  a  settlement  which  the  Associated 
tstes  and  France  might  be  able  to  Work  out  would  proba- 
y  mean  losing  the  bulk  of  the  native  population.  The 
korial  goes  on  to  suggest  a  bi-partisan  joint  resolution 
Congress  expressing  si^port  for  an  honorable  negoti- 
ted  settlement  in  Indo-China.  Such  a  settlement  might 
olve  the  seating  of  Communist  China  in  the  U  N. 


The  editors  of  the  Newsletter  appeal  to  you  to  continue 
your  efforts  with  Congress  and  the  press  for  (1)  no  United 
States  troops  to  Indo-China,  (2)  intensive  efforts  to  ar¬ 
range  a  cease  fire  or  armistice  or  a  settlement  at  Geneva, 
or  by  reference  to  the  UN,  (3)  independence  or  self- 
government  for  the  Associated  States  of  Indo-China  as 
soon  as  feasible,  (4)  renewed  efforts  for  international 
disarmament  and  (5)  a  whole-hearted  and  sacrificial  pro¬ 
gram  to  build  up  die  well-being  of  the  peoples  of  South¬ 
east  Asia. 


FCNL  URGES  HOUSE  COMMITTEE  TO  USE  FARM 
SURPLUSES  TO  FEED  HUNGRY  PEOPLE  ABROAD 

Representatives  of  the  American  Council  of  Voluntary 
Agencies,  CARE,  and  the  Friends  Committee  on  National 
Legislation  testified  on  April  30  before  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture,  urging  more  overseas  distribution 
of  the  two  and  one-half  billion  dollars  worth  of  current 
agricultural  surpluses.  In  his  testimony  for  the  FCNL, 
the  Executive  Secretary  urged  Congress  to  use  the  foods 
which  the  United  States  produces  to  feed  the  hungry, 
rather  than  allowing  them  to  go  to  waste  or  spoil  in 
storage. 

He  urged  the  Committee  to  view  food  surpluses  not  as 
a  curse  but  as  a  blessing  and  an  opportunity  for  America 


to  exercise  stewardship.  In  addition,  he  stressed  the 
need  to  give  with  humility,  to  preserve  the  dignity  and 
self-respect  of  recipients;  and  to  give  on  the  basis  of 
need,  not  in  order  to  achieve  military  alliances. 

Among  the  factors  in  a  fundamental  program  to  deal 
with  surpluses  on  a  long-term  basis,  Raymond  Wilson 
emphasized  the  need  for  (1)  the  extension  of  world  trade, 
to  enable  more  food  to  be  sold  abroad,  (2)  enlargement  of 
soil  conservation  programs,  (3)  teal  world  planning  for 
production  and  distribution,  and  (4)  the  development  of 
effective  international  machinery  for  dealing  with  agri¬ 
cultural  policies  and  with  surpluses. 

However,  the  enphasis  of  the  testimony  was  on  the 
current  stocks  of  surpluse^.  A  variety  of  proposals  have 
been  made  in  the  more  than  70  bills  which  are  before  the 
the  Committee.  Some  measures  would  enlarge  the  program 
of  feeding  the  needy  at  home,  by  means  of  food  allotment 
systems, and  through  federal  and  state  institutions  and  the 
public  schools.  The  American  Farm  Bureau  would  stress 
the  expansion  of  trade,  and  making  of  barter  arrangements 
as  a  means  to  reduce  surpluses.  The  need  for  such 
domestic  programs  is  great,  said  Raymond  Wilson,  but  the 
emphasis  in  his  statement  was  on  distribution  to  the 
needy  abroad. 

In  such  distribution,  he  urged  a  maximum  use  of  the 
facilities  of  the  U  N  agencies,  particularly  the  U  N  Chil¬ 
dren’s  Fund,  the  U  N  Relief  and  Works  Administration  for 
Palestine  Refugees,  and  in  Korea,  and  the  Food  and  Agri¬ 
culture  Organization,  since  these  agencies  have  had  a 
great  deal  of  experience  in  coping  with  nutritional  prob¬ 
lems.  Second,  he  urged  that  surplus  commodities  should 
be  made  available  over  at  least  a  three  year  period  to 
recognized  American  voluntary  agencies  for  distribution 
overseas.  A  portion  of  the  commodities  should  be  made 
available  in  smaller  packaged  units,  and  the  list  of  com¬ 
modities  available  to  philanthropic  agencies  should  be 
enlarged.  Finally,  the  United  States  government  should 
pay  the  cost  of  moving  the  commodities  from  inland  stor¬ 
age  points  to  foreign  ports  of  entry,  where  the  recipient 
countries  can  not  afford  to  do  so.  Storage  costs  now 
exceed  a  half  million  dollars  a  day,  so  only  a  portion  of 
these  funds  would  be  needed  for  moving  expenses. 

In  conclusion,  he  said: 

"We  have  urged  the  Congress  to  look  upon  our 
God-given  abundance  as  a  stewardship  to  be  shared 
with  generosity  and  humility.  As  a  country  we 
should  not  rest  until  extra  food  that  is  in  our  hands 
should  be  on  its  way  to  feed  the  hungry  people  of 
the  world.  Through  international  organizations  and 
through  voluntary  agencies,  supplemented  if  neces¬ 
sary  by  U.S.  governmental  efforts,  let  us  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  American  people  can  use  the  bounties 
in  their  hands  to  further  the  day  when  no  human 
being  shall  have  to  go  to  bed  hungry.” 

People  who  are-  concerned  about  the  use  of  American 
farm  surpluses  as  a  part  of  the  total  world  picture  as  well 
as  of  basic  farm  problems  in  this  country,  should  write 
to  Representative  Clifford  R.  Hope,  Chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  and  to  their  own  Representa¬ 
tives  and  Senators. 

HEARINGS  ON  1954-5  FOREIGN  AID  PROGRAMS 

Hearings  to  authorize  President  Eisenhower’s  budget 
requests  for  foreign  aid  from  July  1,  1954  to  June  30, 


1955,  are  expected  to  continue  before  the  House  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  for  a  few  more  weeks.  Senate  hearings 
have  not  yet  been  scheduled,  and  hearings  before  the 
Appropriations  Committees,  for  final  approval,  will  come 
at  a  later  date. 

Out  of  a  total  foreign  economic,  military  and  technical 
aid  program  of  |3.5  billion,  SI 31.6  million  has  been  re¬ 
quested  for  technical  assistance  (now  called  technical 
cooperation)  and  S306.4  million  for  economic  development 
(now  called  development  assistance).  This  represents 
131  million  less  dian  the  combined  funds  in  1953-4  for 
economic  and  technical  aid. 

The  bulk  of  the  economic  aid  would  go  to  the  Near 
East,  Africa,  and  South  Asia,  with  |85  million  for  India, 
120  million  for  Pakistan,  and  1130  million  for  other 
countries  in  that  area.  There  has  been  some  opposition 
expressed  to  the  $85  million  for  India  (former  Ambassador 
Bowles  has  recommended  spending  several  times  that 
amount  in  India),  since  a  number  of  Senators  and  Coo* 
gressmen  are  strongly  critical  of  Prime  Minister  Nehru’s 
foreign  policy. 

Of  the  technical  assistance  funds,  |66  million  would 
go  to  the  Near  East,  Africa  and  South  Asia,  $22.6  million 
to  the  Far  East,  |25  million  to  Latin  America,  and  |18 
million  for  the  United  Nations  programs.  These  proposals 
are  very  much  in  line  with  last  year’s  expenditures,  aou 
a  State  Department  spokesman  recently  said  that  not  too 
much  trouble  is  anticipated  in  obtaining  Congressional 
approval  for  the  bulk  of  the  program,  with  the  exception 
noted  above. 

Economic  aid  and  technical  assistance  is  extremely 
important  in  meeting  emergency  needs  as  in  Korea  and  the 
Middle  East,  and  in  the  development  of  countries  like 
India  and  Pakistan,  faced  with  the  responsibilities  of 
newly-acquired  self-government,  mounting  populations, 
chronic  hunger,  and  lack  of  transportation.  As  in  the  fam¬ 
ily,  so  in  the  world,  a  good  society  depends  on  the 
stronger  helping  the  weaker,  and  the  more  fortunate  help¬ 
ing  the  less  fortunate. 

In  spite  of  the  recommendations  of  the  International 
Development  Advisory  Board,  which  was  set  up  to  study 
United  States  participation  in  technical  cooperation  pro¬ 
grams,  that  the  U  N  program  should  be  expanded  to  double 
its  present  scope  in  five  years,  no  significant  determina¬ 
tion  to  do  so  seems  to  have  been  evident  from  the  Admin¬ 
istration.  Representatives  of  several  non-governmental 
organizations  have  frequently  raised  the  question  of 
greater  emphasis  on  the  U  N  Programs  with  members  of 
Congress,  and  State  Department  officials,  who  have 
usually  expressed  sympathy  for  the  U  N  agencies  pro¬ 
grams  —  but  United  States  emphasis  continues  on  the 
bi-lateral  program. 

Raymotxl  Wilson  raised  the  question,  when  testifying 
before  the  special  House  Committee  on  International  0^ 
ganizations  and  Movements,  as  to  whether  two  separate 
budgets  could  be  established  for  the  U  N  technical  as¬ 
sistance  programs  —  one  for  the  administrative  expenses 
and  the  other  for  field  operations.  If  this  could  be  done, 
the  .United  States  could  expand  its  participation  in  the 
humanitarian  work  of  the  agencies  without  contributing 
an  undue  share  to  the  administration  of  the  program  -  and 
perhaps  one  of  the  chief  objections  to  increased  U.S. 
participation  on  the  part  of  Congressmen  and  Senators 
could  be  met. 

It  would  seem  that  the  present  Administration  plans  to 
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continue  U.S.  participation  in  technical  assistance  and 
economic  development,  but  that  neither  the  President, 
nor,  in  all  probability,  die  Congress,  will  be  willing  to 
launch  an  all-out  drive  against  the  scourges  of  economic 
privation,  starvation,  and  subsistence -level  production 
throughout  so  many  areas  of  the  world  —  either  through  the 
U  N  or  United  States  programs. 

The  Office  of  the  U  N  High  Commissioner  for  Refugees 
has  requested  an  appropriation  for  the  Emergency  Fund  of 
some  $300,000  for  the  care  of  refugees  under  his  jurisdic¬ 
tion;  This  is  now  under  consideration  in  die  Department 
of  State,  and  has  not  been  acted  upon  for  audiorization  by 
the  Foreign  Affairs  Committees  nor  by  the  Apprt^riations 
Committees. 

The  request  has  been  made  for  $13.3  million  for  the 
United  Nations  Children's  Fund,  from  January  1,  1934  to 
June  30,  1933.  The  Executive  Branch  recommendations 
to  the  Congress,  however,  include  limitations  on  the  U.S. 
contributions  in  terms  of  what  other  countries  contribute 
to  UNICEF  outside  their  own  areas.  Previously,  the 
United  States  contributed  33%  of  all  funds  spent  by 
UNICEF,  and  70%  of  the  funds  contributed  directly  to 
UNICEF  itself,  as  opposed  to  internal  or  matching,  funds 
contributed  by  recipient  countries  for  expenditure  in  those 
countries.  The  new  requests  would  limit  die  United  States 
share  to  60%  of  the  central  fund,  or  approximately  |7.4 
million  during  the  calendar  year  1934,  with  the  last  six 
months’  contributions  depending  on  other  countries* 
commitments. 


EXCHANGE  OF  PERSONS  PROGRAM 
STILL  IN  JEOPARDY 

The  fate  of  the  Exchange  of  Persons  program  is  still 
in  doubt.  Under  this  program,  authorized  in  part  by  the 
Fulbright  and  Smith-Mundt  Acts,  more  than  7,600  grants 
were  awarded  to  persons  for  use  in  72  different  countries, 
during  the  last  fiscal  year.  While  the  House  cut  $6  million 
from  the  program,  there  is  a  good  chance  that  the  Senate 
will  restore  at  least  a  part  of  the  amount.  In  the  event  of 
such  a  Senate  restoration,  a  conference  committee  com¬ 
posed  of  members  of  the  two  Appropriations  Subcommit¬ 
tees  would  be  appointed  to  reconcile  the  differences. 

Favorable  action  by  the  conference  committee  is 
crucial,  and  is  in  considerable  doubt.  The  adverse  vote 
in  the  House  Committee  is  reported  to  have  been  4-3 
along  party  lines,  with  the  Republicans  on  die  Subcom¬ 
mittee  all  voting  for  the  cut  in  this  good  will  exchange. 
It  is  especially  important  that  those  people  who  favor  a 
restoration  of  the  $6  million  cut  write  to  their  oum  Rep¬ 
resentatives  and  Senators  —  particularly  if  those  legisla¬ 
tors  are  members  of  either  the  House  or  Senate  Appropri¬ 
ations  Sub-committees.  (See  list  in  Newsletter  No.  126, 
dated  April  3)>  Many  Congressional  offices  report  having 
received  little  or  no  mail  from  their  own  constituents  on 
this  important  subject. 

,  I  President  Gilbert  White  of  Haverford  College  is 
I  I  scheduled  to  testify  on  behalf  of  the  FCNL  on  May  12, 
when  a  large  number  of  persons  and  organizations  will  be 
heard.  Vice  President  Nixon,  Senator  Fulbright,  and 
Russell  Riley  of  the  State  Department,  all  testified  in 
support  of  the  program  on  April  26i. 


LEGISLATION  OF  INTEREST  TO  AMERICAN  INDIANS 

By  April  27,  only  one  of  the  several  bilb  to  terminate 
federal  services  and  supervision  over  certain  Indbn 
tribes,  had  been  reported  out  by  die  Senate  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Afbirs.  That  is  S.  2670,  which  deals 
with  die  Utah  Indbns.  One  odier  bill,  S.  2813,  which 
deals  with  the  Menominee  tribe,  seems  to  be  receiving 
close  consideration. 

Aside  from  these  bilb,  die  most  pressing  legisbtive 
problem  for  Indbns  is  the  effect  of  the  Alaska  Statehood 
bill  on  native  land  rights.  The  bill  passed  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  protects  native  land  rights  by  general 
bnguage  similar  to  statehood  bills  passed  earlier  for 
states  m  die  West.  The  Senate  Bill,  S.  30,  and  its  report, 
while  making  a  great  show  of  providbg  "full  justice"  to 
the  native  popubtion,  would  have  the  effect  of  foreclosbg 
to  them  the  right  to  establbh  dieir  ownership  to  lands 
used  for  hunting  and  fishing,  and  would  permit  diem  to  own 
only  their  houses,  gardens  and  cemeteries.  This  bill  was 
passed  by  the  Senate,  and  a  conference  is  to  reconcile 
differences  between  the  two  bills.  In  writing  to  members 
of  Congress,  we  suggest  that  you  indicate  how  much  the 
House  version  is  to  be  preferred  to  the  Senate  bill. 

HEARINGS  ON  WIRE-TAPPING  CONTINUE 

A  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee,  under  the  Chairman¬ 
ship  of  Senator  Alexander  Wiley  of  Wisconsin,  b  holdbg 
hearings  on  various  proposab  for  legalizbg  Court  evi¬ 
dence  secured  by  wire-tappmg.  Surprbingly,  although 
Senator  Wayne  Morse  has  been  active  b  opposing  all 
wire-tappmg  bills,  there  has  been  little  general  contro¬ 
versy  in  either  the  Senate  or  die  House  over  die  need  for 
such  a  bill.  The  argument  has  centered,  mstead,  over 
what  agency  should  be  given  the  authority  to  permit  its 
use  as  evidence. 

Under  a  ruling  of  the  Federal  Communications  Com- 
mbsion  in  1934,  upheld  later  in  Supreme  Court  decisions, 
bterception  of  tele^bone  conversations  and  transmission 
of  information  gained  by  such  means  to  any  other  person, 
is  illegal.  In  spite  of  diis  law,  there  has  been  consider¬ 
able  wire-tappmg  by  both  government  officbls  and  private 
persons.  The  Attorney-General  requested,  at  the  begb- 
nbg  of  this  session  of  Congress,  legisbtion  giving  him 
the  sole  authority  to  pass  on  whether  wire-tapping  should 
be  used  in  cases  where  sabotage,  espionage,  or  treason 
is  suspected,  in  the  interest  of  national  security.  The 
House  passed  a  bill  permitting  use  of  wire-tap  evidence 
b  April,  but  gave  the  authority  to  the  Federal  courts  for 
such  audiorization. 

The  case  for  and  against  wire-tapping  was  succinctly 
stated  b  die  January  11,  1934  issue  of  Newsweek  by 
Senators  Homer  Ferguson  and  Wayne  Morse.  Senator 
Ferguson  said  in  part,  on  behalf  of  the  legalization  of 
wire-tappbg: 

"Experience  with  wire-tapping  techniques  and 
the  flagrant  disregard  for  established  lawful  pro¬ 
cedures  by  persons  unauthorized  to  use  wire  tapping 
make  it  plain  that  a  clear  Federal  act  is  essential 
for  protecting  both  the  individual  atui  tbe  nation  ,  ,  , 

"The  three  fields  in  which  it  appears  that  this 
Federal  act  is  essential  are  espionage,  subversion 
(which  involves  national  security),  and  the  kidnap- 
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ping  of  children,  which  strikes  at  the  heart  of  our 
nation.  It  appears  that  such  legislation  is  required 
to  lay  at  rest  the  douhts  which  now  exist  in  some 
minds. 

”A  federal  wire-tapping  statute  should  be  care¬ 
fully  restricted  and  contain  a  number  of  well-defined 
limitations  for  the  protection  of  individual  rights, 
including  the  protection  which  is  afforded  all  citi¬ 
zens  from  search  and  seizures  by  the  Fourth  Amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Constitution.  It  should  only  permit  such 
evidence  to  he  used  in  a  criminal  case  in  a  Federal 
court,  and  only  the  FBI  should  be  permitted  to  use 
this  method  and  obtain  evidence  in  this  manner.’* 

Senator  Morse’s  statement,  in  opposition  to  the  legali¬ 
zation  of  wire-tapping,  included  the  following  paragraph: 

”lf  we  adopt  totalitarian  methods  to  combat  the 
activities  of  totalitarian  agents,  we  thereby  com¬ 
promise  OUT  democratic  principles  and  repudiate  our 
historic  faith  in  the  privacy  of  the  home  as  the 
freeman’s  castle.  Throughout  the  ages,  freedom  for 
the  individual  has  had  to  be  protected  from  the 
tyranny  of  too  much  police  power.  A  government 
ceases  to  be  the  servant  of  the  people  whenever 
police  agents,  under  the  excuse  of  crime  detection, 
are  allowed  to  monitor  private  conversations  of 
supposedly  free  men. 

”ln  1954  we  should  not  permit  .  .  .  (the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Administration)  ...  to  scare  us  into  a  legis¬ 
lative  sacrifice  of  our  rights  of  privacy.  Brownell’s 
wire-tapping  proposal  would  do  just  that.  It  is  an 
unnecessary  device  ...  It  is  a  cover-up  for  lazy, 
inefficient,  unimaginative,  ruthless  law  enforcement 
administration.  The  history  of  the  struggle  for 
freedom  shows  that  indecent  police  methods,  such 
as  proposed  by  Brownell  in  this  instance,  breed 
disrespect  for  law  and  shake  the  confidence  of  law- 
abiding  citizens  in  the  administration  of  justice.” 

William  A.  Rahill,  a  member  of  the  FCNL  Executive 
Committee,  will  be  testifying  on  diese  bills  on  May  12. 
At  the  meeting  of  the  Executive  Committee  on  April  6,  a 
statement  was  adopted  which  included  a  section  on  wire¬ 
tapping.  The  position  taken  was  in  opposition  to  any  and 
all  bills  to  legalize  wire-tapping  on  the  grounds  that  it  is 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Fourth  Amendment  to  the 
Constitution  and  a  grave  invasion  of  individual  privacy. 
(See  section  on  Wire-Tapping  in  enclosed  Statement  on 
Civil  Liberties  and  National  Legislation.) 

*  *  • 

Erratum;  In  an  article  entitled  ’’Hearings  oa  Termination 
of  Federal  Supervision  of  Indians"  in  Washington  Sews- 
letter  No.  126,  dated  April  5,  1954,  the  Indian  Rights 
Association  was  erroneously  referred  to  as  a  Friends’ 
organization.  The  Indian  Rights  Association  is  not 


officially  connected  in  any  way  with  the  Society  of 
Friends,  although  many  individual  Friends  are  meroberi, 

*  *  * 

Kecommenueu:  Three  recent  articles  of  interest  wbidi 
the  editors  of  this  Newsletter  would 
commend  to  your  attention  are  (1)  ’’Prison:  The  Enemy 
of  Society"  by  John  Bartlow  Martin,  in  the  April  1954 
Harper’s  lAagazine,  (2)  ’’A  Bipartisan  Policy  for  Asia” 
by  Chester  Bowles,  in  the  May  1954  Harper’s  Magazine, 
(3)  ’’Wire  Tapping:  The  Administration’s  Explosive 
Proposal",  pro  and  con  by  Senators  Ferguson  and  Morse, 
Newsweek,  January  11,  1954. 

•  »  « 

Some  facts  about  Cancer:  Since  1900  cancer  has  risen 

from  eighth  place  in  cause  of 
death  to  second  place.  It  is  estimated  that  in  1953  there 
would  occur  about  224,000  deaths  from  cancer,  and  thm 
about  530,000  cases  would  come  to  the  attention  of  the 
medical  profession.  About  |12  billion  a  year  is  lost  in 
productivity.  The  average  patient  hospitalized  can  ex¬ 
pect  to  pay  1885  for  diagnosis  and  treatment.  Slightly 
more  than  one-fifth  of  the  patients  in  the  past  year  were 
unable  to  make  any  payment  from  their  own  earnings, 
while  more  than  one-fourth  required  some  charitable  aid 
in  paying  their  bills. 

Senator  Robert  A.  Taft  was  the  fourth  Senator  in  two 
years  to  die  of  this  dread  disease.  The  first  was  Senator 
Arthur  H.  Vandenberg  of  Michigan,  whose  leadership  in  a 
bi-partisan  foreign  policy  will  long  be  missed;  the  second 
was  Senator  Brien  McMahon  of  Connecticut,  whose  dis¬ 
armament  proposal  and  suggestions  for  the  peace-time  use 
of  atomic  energy  electrified  the  country  a  few  years  ago; 
and  the  third  was  Senator  Kenneth  Wherry  of  Nebraska,  a 
veteran  practicioner  in  politics. 

The  amount  spent  by  the  government  on  cancer  re¬ 
search  -  1 13  million  of  the  $20  million  granted  to  the 
National  Cancer  Institute  last  year  -  seems  pitiful  in  the 
light  of  the  tolls  the  disease  has  taken  -  and  in  com¬ 
parison  with  current  expenditures  in  the  arms  race.  As 
Marquis  Childs  said  in  an  article  condensed  in  the  Octo¬ 
ber  1953  Democratic  Digest,  ’’No  one  can  say,  of  course 
whether  the  impetus  which  these  sums  would  have  given 
to  research  (an  additional  $17  million  proposed  in  1949) 
might  have  contributed  enough  to  knowledge  in  so  short  s 
time  as  to  have  helped  Taft’s  condition.  But  there  are 
experts  who  believed  a  concentrated  attack  with  large 
sums  for  imlimited  research  would  find  the  answer."  It  is 
to  be  hoped  that  Congress  will  be  generous  in  such  ap¬ 
propriations  this  year. 
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CIVIL  LIBERTIES  AND  NATIONAL  LEGISLATION 


STATEMENT  ADOPTED  BY  THE  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  FRIENDS  COMMITTEE 
ON  NATIONAL  LEGISLATION,  APRIL  8,  1954. 


We  Feel  a  Need  to  Speak  Out  .  .  . 


As  members  of  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends,  we  believe  that  every  person  is  created  by  God  and 
endowed  by  Him  with  worth  and  dignity.  Regardless  of  status  or  allegiance,  he  remains  under  both  God’s 
judgment  and  love. 

As  citizens  of  the  United  States  we  do  not  lightly  assume  the  duties  and  privileges  of  citizenship.  We 
have  a  daily  duty  to  respect  those  rights  of  individuals  inherent  in  men  and  to  discharge  the  obligations  of 
individuals  to  the  peace  and  well-being  of  society.  We  believe  that  the  relationship  between  individual 
liberty  and  the  general  welfare  is  an  integral  one  whereby  each  strengthens  the  other. 

Our  ideal  of  limited  government  is  founded  upon  a  respect  for  civil  liberties.  These  liberties  in  turn 
are  based  in  part  upon  a  religious  emphasis  on  the  worth  and  dignity  of  each  individual  and  on  his  right  to 
a  large  measure  of  freedom  and  privacy. 

We  further  believe  that  man’s  mission  is  to  serve  the  truth  as  God  permits  him  to  know  the  truth.  We 
have  faith  that  only  by  such  conscientious  action  can  society  be  truly  improved. 

Accordingly,  we  cannot  remain  silent  at  a  time  when  individual  liberties  are  under  attack.  We  oppose 
all  totalitarian  ideologies.  We  are  aware  that  even  the  most  democratic  governments  are  sometimes  tempt¬ 
ed  to  use  totalitarian  methods.  Therefore,  a  free  people  must  be  continually  concerned  with  the  means  em¬ 
ployed  to  preserve  their  government,  lest  these  means  undo  the  rights  they  seek  to  protect.  We  believe 
that  fair  rules  of  procedure  and  due  process  of  law  can  never  be  dispensed  with  —  in  fact,  must  be  even 
more  jealously  cultivated  in  times  of  crisis, 

of  responsibility  for  the  whole  atmosphere  in  which  hear¬ 
ings  are  conducted,  respect  for  the  rights  and  dignity  of 
the  individual  being  questioned,  for  the  procedures  used 
in  investigations,  and  for  the  proper  limitations  of  Con¬ 
gressional  investigations. 

Some  Congressional  investigating  committees  not 
only  have  abused  their  powers  in  the  exercise  of  legiti¬ 
mate  functions;  they  have  also  exceeded  the  legitimate 
bounds  of  their  powers,  and  made  serious  inroads  on  the 
freedoms  guaranteed  by  the  First  Amendment  to  the 
Constitution.  Congress  cannot  retain  the  respect  of 
citizens  if  it  does  not  use  its  responsibilities  fairly. 

Many  of  the  current  investigations  tend  to  create 
an  emphasis  upon  publicity  and  a  desire  for  headlines 
on  the  part  of  investigators.  Often  such  investigations 
do  not  embrace  the  safeguards  of  the  judicial  or  ad¬ 
ministrative  process,  and  so  tend  to  deprive  individuals 
of  their  good  name  and  their  livelihood  without  due 
process  of  law.  Frequently  they  do  not  differentiate 
between  opinions  and  actions;  nor  between  positions 
held  now  and  those  held  earlier  under  different  circum¬ 
stances,  but  discarded  later;  nor  between  degrees  of 
involvement. 

We  are  opposed  to  Congressional  investigations 
of  persons  as  to  their  opinions  and  beliefs  except  in 
cases  involving  Senatorial  confirmation  of  appointments. 


1.  The  First  Amendment 

An  atmosphere  of  tension,  fear,  and  distrust  has 
developed  in  recent  years.  This  is  due  partly  to  fear  of 
Communism  and  Russian  militarism,  but  also  to  the  em¬ 
phasis  on  military  strength  and  military  secrecy,  and  to 
the  very  methods  used  in  the  attempt  to  combat  subver¬ 
sion  in  the  United  States. 

This  feeling  of  fear  is  undermining  the  traditional 
liberties  guaranteed  in  the  First  Amendment  to  the  Con¬ 
stitution,  which  provides:  “Congress  shall  make  no  law 
respecting  an  establishment  of  religion,  or  prohibiting 
the  free  exercise  thereof;  or  abridging  the  freedom  of 
speech  or  of  the  press;  or  the  right  of  the  people  peace¬ 
ably  to  assemble  and  to  petition  the  Government  for  a 
redress  of  grievances.”  We  must  zealously  assert  and 
support  these  cherished  rights. 


II.  Congressional  Investigating  Committees 
and  Individual  Liberty 

The  Congress  has  broad  powers,  which  include, 
among  others,  the  power  to  legislate,  to  pass  on  those 
appointments  subject  to  confirmation,  and  to  inquire  into 
the  operations  of  government.  We  recognize  that  these 
powers  carry  with  them  broad  authority  to  investigate. 
But  the  right  to  investigate  ought  to  carry  with  it  a  sense 
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The  power  to  pass  legislation  controlling  the  rights  of 
free  speech,  assembly  and  petition  is  prohibited  to 
Congress  by  the  First  Amendment. 

Even  in  Congressional  inquiries  which  are  appro¬ 
priate  we  would  urge  that  fair  standards  of  procedure  be 
established  to  safeguard  individual  rights  of  personal 
integrity,  privacy  and  freedom  of  thought.  For  such  in¬ 
vestigations  undertaken  by  Congressional  Committees, 
the  following  recommendations  now  before  Congress  for 
improving  investigative  procedures,  are  among  those 
safeguards  in  which  we  would  concur: 

1)  Nothing  shall  abridge  the  right  of  a  person  to  tes¬ 
tify  in  his  own  behalf;  to  present  additional  evidence  in 
his  own  behalf;  to  subpoena  witnesses,  both  for  and 
against  him;  to  confront  and  cross-examine  his  accurser 
within  reasonable  limits;  to  file  a  statement  in  his  own 
behalf;  to  have  the  opportunity  to  be  accompanied  and 
advised  by  counsel;  and  to  receive  advance  notice  of 
the  charges  against  him,  insofar  as  possible; 

2)  All  testimony  taken  shall  be  relevant  and  germane 
to  Congressional  power  and  to  the  subject  of  the  hear¬ 
ings  as  set  forth  in  the  resolution  or  motion  scheduling 
the  hearing; 

3)  A  witness  shall  receive  promptly  a  transcript  of 
his  testimony  or  the  testimony  of  others  affecting  him; 

4)  Statements  may  not  be  released  by  a  committee 
without  approval  of  a  majority  of  the  entire  membership; 
no  report  based  upon  evidence  or  testimony  adversely 
affecting  a  person  shall  be  released  unless  such  evi¬ 
dence  or  testimony  and  the  complete  evidence  or  testi¬ 
mony  offered  in  rebuttal  thereto,  if  any,  is  published 
prior  to,  or  simultaneously  with,  the  issuance  of  the 
report. 


in.  The  Privilege  Against  Self-Incrimination  under  the 
Fifth  Amendment,  and  Proposed  Immunity  Legis¬ 
lation. 

There  is  a  positive  duty  on  the  part  of  the  citizen 
to  seek  the  common  welfare  of  society.  But  the  right  of 
political  dissent,  if  it  is  to  mean  anything,  must  extend 
to  the  ideas  we  loath,  as  well  as  to  the  ideas  we  cherish. 
And  democracy  depends  upon  the  increasing  defense  of 
the  freedom  of  the  individual  from  the  arbitrary  regi¬ 
mentation  and  disregard  for  individual  liberties  so  often 
characteristic  of  the  state. 

We  oppose  any  legislation  calculated  to  deny  to 
any  individual  the  privilege  against  self-incrimination, 
in  exchange  for  immunity,  in  matters  involving  political 
associations  and  beliefs,  afforded  by  the  Fifth  Amend¬ 
ment. 

Such  a  limitation  would  gravely  weaken  the  funda¬ 
mental  right  of  an  individual  not  to  be  compelled  to 
testify  against  himself.  This  privilege  was  placed  in 
our  Bill  of  Rights  after  centuries  of  bitter  experience 


with  inquisitions  relating  to  religious  and  political 
beliefs,  and  the  brutal  treatment  of  suspected  criminals. 
While  the  Supreme  Court  in  a  recent  unanimous  decision 
(William  Adams  v  The  State  of  Maryland)  ruled  that  un¬ 
der  a  nineteenth  century  law  immunity  can  extend  not 
only  to  Federal  courts  but  to  State  courts  also,  it  is 
apparent  that  such  immunity  would  not  extend  to  actions 
taken  by  private  individuals  and  groups. 

The  Fifth  Amendment  provides  that  no  person  shall 
be  compelled  to  testify  against  himself  in  any  criminal 
case.  The  courts  have  made  it  clear  that  it  also  pro¬ 
tects  a  person  from  incriminating  himself  in  a  civil  case 
or  in  a  congressional  inquiry,  but  does  not  permit  a 
witness  to  protect  others  than  himself.  We  believe, 
further,  that  in  Congressional  investigations,  a  person 
should  not  be  compelled  to  testify  against  his  will  re¬ 
garding  the  beliefs  and  opinions  or  lawful  activities  of 
others,  even  though  there  is  no  constitutional  privilege 
not  to  do  so. 


IV.  Wire-Tapping. 

We  oppose  any  and  all  wire  tapping.  A  law  to 
legalize  wire-tapping  would  seem  to  be  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Fourth  Amendment  in  the  Bill  of  Rights^ 
which  provides  that  "The  rights  of  the  people  to  be  se¬ 
cure  in  their  persons,  houses,  papers  and  effects, 
against  unreasonable  searches  and  seizures,  shall  not 
be  violated.'*  Wire-tapping  is  a  grave  invasion  of  pri¬ 
vacy  at  a  time  when  the  nation  needs  more  courage, 
more  mutual  trust,  more  respect  among  its  citizens,  if 
it  is  to  meet  the  challenge  to  make  individual  liberty 
under  law  effective  in  the  struggle  with  competing 
ideologies. 

V.  Loyalty  Oaths. 

We  believe  loyalty  cannot  be  coerced  or  compelled; 
it  can  only  be  earned  and  merited.  The  general  promise 
one  makes  when  becoming  a  public  official  "to  support 
this  Constitution’’  is  all  the  Constitution  requires  (Art. 
VI,  3)  and  should  be  adequate.  We  oppose  required 
loyalty  oaths  whether  Federal,  State,  local  or  private. 
They  approximate  unconstitutional  "test  oaths’’.  The 
requirement  for  such  an  oath  degrades  and  demeans  the 
concept  of  loyalty  to  truth  and  to  one’s  country  and  to 
the  ideals  for  which  it  stands.  It  reverses  the  American 
principle  that  a  man  is  judged  innocent  until  he  is 
proven  guilty.  It  implies  that  he  is  disloyal  unless  he 
repeatedly  swears  his  loyalty.  The  fruits  of  these 
oaths  have  been  resentment,  confusion  and  waste  -  they 
do  not  ferret  out  the  disloyal,  who  will  swear  falsely; 
they  only  catch  some  honest  citizens  who  oppose  such 
-  test  oaths. 


VI.  The  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  Its 
Files. 

History  shows  that  a  prime  characteristic  of  a  to- 
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talitarian  government  is  a  highly  efficient  and  secret 
police  whose  work  includes  investigating  the  thoughts 
and  beliefs  of  citizens,  as  well  as  building  cumulative 
files  on  large  numbers  of  citizens.  Such  police  usually 
are  considered  beyond  citizen  criticism.  We  respect 
the  efficient  work  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Invest!* 
gation  in  the  detection  of  criminals.  But  efficiency  is 
not  the  sole  or  most  important  test  of  police  in  a 
democracy.  The  test  must  be  the  extent  to  which  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  police  conform  to  the  constitution,  carry 
out  the  long  established  traditions  of  justice,  protect 
the  citizen,  and  subordinate  themselves  to  the  courts. 

We  look  with  apprehension  upon  the  growing  size 
and  power  of  the  FBI.  Last  year  it  spent  about  2)4 
times  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  for  the  entire 
federal  court  system  which  it  is  to  serve.  The  policies 
and  activities  of  the  FBI  should  be  subject  to  review 
and  public  criticism  the  same  as  any  other  operation  of 
the  government.  The  existence  of  secret  official  files 
on  the  thoughts  and  beliefs  of  millions  of  Americans, 
not  subject  to  challenge  by  the  individual  involved. 


endangers  the  rights  of  citizens.  The  harm  is  increased 
since  some  newspapers,  professional  witnesses  and 
credit  rating  companies  build  up  parallel  files  for  profit. 

In  a  democracy,  one  function  of  the  police  is  to 
gather  information  for  evaluation  by  responsible  authori¬ 
ties.  It  is  for  the  prosecutor  to  present  information  to  a 
jury,  to  a  judge,  or  to  an  administrative  tribunal,  which 
are  subject  to  the  judicial  process,  and  let  them  decide 
on  the  merits  of  the  case.  Unevaluated  investigative 
information  should  not  be  released  to  the  press  or  to  the 
public  or  to  Congress.  In  cases  where  FBI  information 
is  used  In  determination  of  a  case,  such  information 
should  be  made  available  to  the  judge,  the  individual 
involved,  and  his  counsel,  so  that  it  can  be  decided 
whether  Constitutional  rights  have  been  violated  and 
whether  the  evidence  is  trustworthy. 

Neither  the  information  which  the  FBI  collects  nor 
the  officials  within  the  Bureau  should  ever  be  available 
for  political  purposes. 


America’s  Strength  is  Freedom  for  the  Individual  Under  Law. 


We  believe  that  the  rights  of  free  men  built  up  through  centuries  of  struggle  by  the  courageous  acts  of 
individuals  must  be  won  and  established  anew  in  each  generation.  We  commend  those  lawyers,  judges, 
commentators,  editorial  writers,  and  citizens  who  have  been  vigilant  in  upholding  our  civil  liberties.  How¬ 
ever,  we  are  gravely  concerned  at  the  trend  in  this  country  in  recent  years  to  be  preoccupied  with  defense 
by  arms  against  foreign  attack,  and  to  compel  internal  conformity  from  all. 

We  earnestly  believe  that  in  the  truest  sense  our  national  security  at  home  and  abroad  can  only  be 
furthered  and  strengthened  by  the  exercise  and  faithful  practice  of  our  traditional  respect  for  human  dignity 
and  human  freedom.  A  grave  danger  already  threatening  is  that  zeal  for  military  defense  and  “internal 
security**  may  deny  us  the  strength  inherent  in  variety  of  approach  and  opinion  in  the  search  for  solutions 
to  our  admittedly  complex  and  difficult  problems. 

It  is  in  keeping  with  the  finest  American  traditions  that  we  should  encourage  the  expression  of  widely 
divergent  opinions  and  beliefs,  and  encourage  discussion  and  association  to  the  end  that  truth  may  prevail 
in  the  market  place  of  ideas.  Both  as  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends  and  as  Americans,  our  concern  is 
to  open  the  channels  of  inquiry  and  communication  so  that  this  market  place  may  be  a  vital,  active,  even 
turbulent  forum  where  error  may  in  fact  be  vanquished  when  truth  is  left  free  to  combat  it. 


The  above  statement  was  adopted,  subject  to  editorial  revision,  by  the  Executive  Committee  of  the 
Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation,  on  April  8,  1954,  after  consideration  at  the  Annual  Meeting 
of  the  General  Committee  of  the  FCNL.  (Two  members  of  the  FCNL  General  Committee  have  registered 
dissent  on  portions  of  this  statement.) 

This  is  a  supplement  to  the  Statement  on  Legislative  Policy  for  1953-4  adopted  January  8,  1953,  copies 
of  which  are  available  on  request.  The  section  on  civil  liberties  from  last  year’s  statement  follows. 
Neither  is  a  statement  by  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends,  whose  democratic  organization  is  not  adapted 
to  the  issuance  of  official  statements  for  the  Society  as  a  whole. 


STATEMENT  ON  LEGISLATIVE  POLICY  FOR  1953-4, 
SECTION  ON  CIVIL  LIBERTIES 

We  regard  the  preservation  and  extension  of  civil  liberties  as  an  integral  part  of  our  common 
responsibility  as  citizens.  Moreover,  we  hold  that  individual  liberty  is  precious  in  a  free  society,  and 
that  it  should  not  be  sacrificed  in  the  name  of  national  security. 

Our  law  presuppose?  certain  basic  right  of  each  person:  the  right  to  confront  and  cross  examine 
an  accuser,  the  right  to  legal  counsel,  tiie  assumption  of  innocence  before  the  law  until  proven  guilty, 
protection  from  guilt  by  association  in  the  absence  of  proof  of  individual  guilt,  freedom  to  differ  from  the 
majority,  and  protection  for  the  privacy  of  one’s  home  and  one’s  conversation  unless  authorized  by  a 
particular  warrant.  These  rights  are  today  being  violated  by  irresponsible  accusations  under  the  shield 
of  Congressional  immunity,  and  are  being  threatened  by  mass  hysteria  and  prejudice.  This  trend  is  en¬ 
dangering  our  way  of  life. 

We  condemn  treason  or  spying  or  any  disloyal  act.  At  the  same  time  we  highly  value  free  thought, 

free  speech,  and  free  association.  These  are  essential  to  the  elimination  of  error  or  wavering  loyalty. 

Government  can  deal  with  sabotage,  espionage  and  subversion,  and  judge  the  competence  of  persons  in 
government  service,  without  infringing  upon  these  basic  rights.  Government  servants  must  be  encouraged 

to  report  the  facts  as  they  observe  them,  to  weigh  and  criticize  policies,  if  we  wish  to  know  the  truth 

however  unpopular  it  may  be;  and  to  base  national  policies  on  reality  rather  than  prejudice  and  fancy. 

The  performance  of  government  employees  should  be  evaluated  by  the  standard  of  their  loyal  and 
conscientious  service  to  their  government  and  to  their  country. 

President  Thomas  Jefferson  said  in  his  inaugural  address:  "And  let  us  reflect  that,  having  banished 
from  our  land  that  religious  intolerance  under  which  mankind  so  long  bled  and  suffered,  we  have  yet 
gained  little  if  we  countenance  a  political  intolerance  as  despotic,  as  wicked,  as  capable  of  as 
bitter  and  bloody  persecutions  ...  If  there  be  any  among  us  who  wish  to  dissolve  the  Union  or  to 
change  its  republican  form,  let  them  stand  undisturbed  as  monuments  of  the  safety  with  which  error 
of  opinion  may  be  tolerated  where  reason  is  left  free  to  combat  it." 

Judge  Learned  Hand  wrote:  "Risk  for  risk,  for  myself  I  had  rather  take  my  chance  that  some  traitors 
will  escape  detection  dian  spread  abroad  a  spirit  of  general  suspicion  and  distrust,  which  accepts 
rumor  and  gossip  in  place  of  undismayed  and  unintimidated  inquiry.  I  belieVe  that  that  community 
is  already  in  process  of  dissolution  where  each  man  begins  to  eye  his  neighbor  as  a  possible  enemy, 
where  non-conformity  with  the  accepted  creed,  political  as  well  as  religious,  is  a  mark  of  disaffection; 
where  denunciation,  without  specification  or  backing,  takes  die  place  of  evidence;  where  orthodoxy 
chokes  freedom  of  dissent;  where  faith  in  the  eventual  supremacy  of  reason  has  become  so  timid  that 
we  dare  not  enter  our  convictions  in  the  open  lists  to  win  or  lose. 

"Such  fears  as  these  are  a  solvent  which  can  eat  out  the  cement  that  binds  the  stones  together; 
they  may  in  the  end  subject  us  to  a  despotism  as  evil  as  any  that  we  dread;  and  they  can  be  allayed 
only  in  so  far  as  we  refuse  to  proceed  on  suspicion,  and  trust  one  anodier  until  we  have  tangible 
ground  for  misgiving.  The  mutual  confidence  on  which  all  else  depends  can  be  maintained  only  by 
an  open  mind  and  a  brave  reliance  upon  free  discussion." 

These  two  Americans  have  stressed  the  value  of  freedom  of  speech,  the  right  of  political  dissent, 
and  the  necessity  of  exercising  our  democratic  processes  in  preserving  our  political  liberties.  This 
American  tradition  would  point  toward  punishing,  as  criminal,  acts  which  are  demonstrably  criminal, 
but  would  challenge  undemocratic  political  ideas  in  the  market  place  of  ideas.  Such  an  approach  would 
differentiate  between  advocacy  of  undemocratic  ideas  and  overt  criminal  acts.  It  would  suggest  study 
and  revision  of  the  Smith  Act  of  1940,  and  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1940,  and  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950;  it  would  entail  review  of  the  current  practices  of  Congressional  inquiries  into  subversive 
activities;  it  would  mean  re-evaluation  of  our  current  federal,  state,  and  local  loyalty  programs;  it  would 
question  the  growing  use  of  secret  police  methods  in  this  country. 

The  above  recommendations,  subject  to  editorial  revisions,  were  approved  in  principle  by  the  General  Committee 
at  the  Annual  Meeting  in  Philadelphia,  January  8,  1933,  with  some  dissent  on  certain  items. 

- Additional  copies  may  be  obtained  from  the  . 
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A  QUERY  AND  ADVICES 

ADDRESSED  TO  FRIENDS 
ON  CIVIL  LIBERTIES 

•  Prepared  by  a  called  meeting  of  Friends  at  Scattergood 
School  in  Iowa  on  the  2nd  to  4th  of  Fourth  Month,  1954. 

”1  BELIEVED  THAT  LIBERTY  WAS  THE  NATURAL  RIGHT  OF  ALL  MEN  EQUALLY.”  -  John  Woolman 

"IF  THEY  KEEP  TO  TRUTH,  THEY  CAN  NEITHER  TAKE  ANY  OATHS  NOR  PUT  ANY  OATHS  TO  ANYONE.”  - 
George  Fox 

"HE  THAT  FEARS  UNTRUTH  NEED  NOT  SWEAR.  BECAUSE  HE  WILL  NOT  LIE...  AND  HE  THAT  DOTH  NOT  FEAR 
UNTRUTH.  WHAT  IS  HIS  OATH  WORTH?”  -  Willieen  Penn 

"WE  UTTERLY  DENY  ALL  OUTWARD  WARS  AND  STRIFE,  AND  FIGHTINGS  WITH  OUTWARD  WEAPONS,  FOR  ANY 
END,  OR  UNDER  ANY  PRETENCE  WHATEVER;  THIS  IS  OUR  TESTIMONY  TO  THE  WHOLE  WORLD. 

"THAT  SPIRIT  OF  CHRIST  BY  WHICH  WE  ARE  GUIDED.  IS  NOT  CHANGEABLE,  SO  AS  ONCE  TO  COMMAND  US  FROM 
A  THING  AS  EVIL,  AND  AGAIN  TO  MOVE  US  UNTO  IT. 

"FOR  THIS  WE  CAN  SAY  TO  ALL  THE  lORLD,  WE  HAVE  WRONGED  NO  MAN’S  PERSON  OR  POSSESSIONS,  WE  HAVE 
USED  NO  FORCE  NOR  VIOLENCE  AGAINST  ANY  MAN;  WE  HAVE  BEEN  FOUND  IN  NO  PLOTS,  NOR  GUILTY  OF  SEDITION; 
WHEN  WE  HAVE  BEEN  WRONGED,  WE  HAVE  NOT  SOUGHT  TO  REVENGE  OURSELVES;  WE  HAVE  NOT  MADE  RESISTANCE 
AGAINST  AUTHORITY;  BUT  WHEREIN  WE  COULD  NOT  OBEY  FOR  CONSQENCE-SAKE,  WE  HAVE  SUFFERED...  AND  THE 
CAUSE  OF  ALL  THIS  OUR  SUFFERING,  IS  NOT  FOR  ANY  EVIL,  BUT  FOR  THE  THINGS  RELATING  TO  THE  WORSHIP  OF 
OUR  GOD,  AND  IN  OBEDIENCE  TO  HIS  REQUIRINGS  OF  US.  —  A  Declaration  from  the  people  called  Quakers  presented  to 
Charles  ll,  upon  the  21st  day  of  Eleventh  Month,  1660, 

RELIGIOUS  FAITH  AND  CIVIL  LIBERTIES 


From  its  beginnings  300  years  ago  the  Religious 
Society  of  Friends  has  opposed  the  use  of  force  or 
violence  between  individuals  or  nations.  Because  we 
believe  in  conciliation,  based  on  respect  and  love  for 
all  peoples,  it  is  equally  impossible  for  us  to  advocate 
the  overthrow  of  any  government  by  force  and  violence, 
or  to  support  the  war-making  effort  of  any  government. 
Our  belief  in  that  of  God  in  every  man,  and  in  the 
essential  sacredness  of  the  individual,  is  unalterably 
opposed  to  the  totalitarian  way  of  life  and  its  resul¬ 
tant  totalitarian  state. 

Moreover,  our  nation  is  "this  nation  under  God” 
and  we  reaffirm  our  unshaken  conviction  that  our 
highest  allegiance  is  to  God.  If  there  is  a  conflict 
”we  ought  to  obey  God  rather  than  men”. 

American  democracy  was  founded  on  a  deep  re¬ 
ligious  faith  in  the  ultimate  worth  of  man;  a  faith  that 
man  has  rights  and  responsibilities  given  by  God;  that 
free  men  will  seek  truth  and  right  and  will  choose 
them  rather  than  error;  that  men  need  not  fear  "to 
follow  truth  wherever  it  may  lead,  nor  to  tolerate  error 
so  long  as  reason  is  left  free  to  combat  it”.  The 
founders  believed  that  a  government  whose  power  to 
interfere  with  personal  liberty  is  limited,  is  safer  and 
better  than  one  which  prescribes  conformity  to  any 
orthodox  doctrine.  We  affirm  our  agreement  with  these 
principles. 

Today  in  a  time  of  great  social  and  political  ten¬ 
sion  many  Americans  are  losing  touch  with  the  ideals 
and  sources  of  strength  upon  which  this  democracy 
rests.  In  response  to  the  fears  and  hates  of  war,  in 
fear  even  of  their  own  weapons  of  war,  they  are  losing 
faith  in  man  and  his  relation  to  God;  they  are  losing 
faith  in  the  power  of  ideas  freely  arrived  at  to  meet 
and  displace  error.  They  are  losing  touch  with  the 
needs  and  aspirations  of  people  in  most  of  the  rest  of 
the  world.  Indeed,  in  their  fear  of  Communism,  they 
are  losing  faith  in  democracy. 


Civil  liberties  are  founded  on  God’s  gift  to  man  of 
the  ability  to  search  for  truth  and  the  freedom  to  act 
on  what  truth  he  finds.  This  freedom  can  only  be  fully 
expressed  in  the  social  group  and  it  should  be  to 
maintain  the  conditions  most  favorable  to  man's  ex¬ 
ercise  of  his  God-given  rights  that  governments  exist. 
A  government  which  carries  out  this  re^onsibility 
well  is,  as  William  Penn  said,  ”a  part  of  religion  it¬ 
self,  a  thing  sacred  in  its  institutions  and  end.” 

If  we  remember  that  God  and  not  the  state  is  the 
source  of  the  truth  men  seek,  then  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  government  to  determine  what  men  may  or  may 
not  believe,  may  or  may  not  say,  will  be  recognized 
as  a  pervision  of  the  government’s  function. 

The  threat  of  Communism  has  caused  us  to  forget 
these  eternal  truths.  Yet,  Communism  jeopardizes  our 
way  of  life  not  so  much  by  its  political  and  economic 
theories  as  by  those  totalitarian  practices  which  de¬ 
stroy  moral  fiber,  erase  human  conscience  and  abolish 
human  freedom.  A  democratic  government  which 
attempts  to  protect  itself  against  Communism  by  adopt¬ 
ing  totalitarian  measures  is  thereby  succumbing  to  the 
most  destructive  element  in  what  it  fears.  No  amount 
of  international  tension,  intrigue,  or  threat  of  war  can 
justify  measures  which  are  undemocratic. 

Increasing  encroachments  on  the  freedom  and  in¬ 
tegrity  of  the  individual  by  irresponsible  accusations, 
by  pressures  for  conformity  in  thinking,  by  charges  of 
guilt  by  association,  by  insistence  on  aasertions  of 
loyalty,  and  by  the  assunq>tion  of  guilt,  rather  than  the 
presumption  of  innocence,  all  have  their  origin  in  fear 
and  insecurity,  growing  in  large  part  out  of  the  threat 
of  war  and  of  Communism  and  out  of  the  emphasis  on 
military  strength  and  military  secrecy.  These  are 
essential  features  of  totalitarianism.  They  create  an 
image  of  the  state  as  the  source  of  all  truth  and  the 
object  of  unqualified  loyalty.  This  is  idolatry,  and 
strikes  at  the  root  of  both  American  political  philo¬ 
sophy  and  of  basic  Quaker  principle. 


A  QUERY 

Do  Friends  and  Friends’  meetings  seek  faithfully  to  uphold  our  ciuil  and  religious 
liberties,  not  only  for  ourselues  but  for  all  men? 

ADVICES  TO  FRIENDS 

In  the  light  of  these,  our  ancient  Truths,  Friends  are  aduised: 


1.  To  reaffirm  their  faith  in  the  living  God  whose  spirit 
works  in  the  hearts  of  all  men  and  to  recognize  that 

God  works  to  preserve  the  rights  and  liberties  of  men 
as  He  works  through  them;  and  also  to  examine  once 
more  the  underlying  principles  of  our  democracy. 

2.  Since  the  fear  of  controversy  often  impedes  us  in 
the  pursuit  of  truth.  Friends  are  advised  to  welcome 

controversy  when  it  arises  from  differing  opinions 
honestly  held.  We  should  aim  to  develop  a  corporate 
witness  on  freedom'  which  will  match  the  clarity  of  our 
other  testimonies.  Through  the  creative  use  of  con* 
troversy  we  can  discover  new  truth. 

3.  Friends  are  urged  to  be  alert  to  dangers  inherent  in 
censorship,  and  in  conditions  which  would  limit  the 

freedom  of  teachers  to  discuss  current  problems,  and 
in  movements  which  would  seek  to  enforce  a  narrow 
orthodoxy  of  thought  and  expression. 

Since  freedom  of  expression  has  no  meaning  unless 
there  is  a  place  where  people  can  express  their  views. 
Friends  are  specifically  encouraged  to  provide  fa* 
cilities  for  the  serious  discussion  of  important,  con* 
troversial  issues  in  an  atmosphere  of  creative  goodwill. 

4.  The  influence  of  each  individual  in  the  local  com* 
munity  is  of  great  importance.  Monthly  Meetings 

should  encourage  members  to  be  alert  and  faithful  in 
their  witnesa  to  Truth,  providing  for  group  action  when 
indicated.  Yearly  Meetings  or  national  committees  on 
civil  liberties,  peace  or  other  mattera  can  never  sue* 
ceed  unless  the  ground  is  prepared  in  the  home  com* 
munities.  It  is  hoped  that  Friends*  publications 
and  organizations  will  give  special  attention  to  pro* 
blems  of  civil  liberties  during  the  critical  period  ahead. 

5.  Friends  should  continue  their  efforts: 

To  secure  equal  treatment  for  all  conscientious 
objectors  to  military  service,  whether  on  religious  or 
other  grounds; 

I'o  change  the  law  and  the  regulations  to  provide 
more  favorable  treatment  for  those  with  conscientious 
scruples  against  registration  for  compulsory  military 
service; 

To  seek  redress  in  the  couns  for  violation  of  these 
rights  by  government  in  order  to  establish  more  firmly 
the  legal  rights  of  conscience  and  to  curb  abuses  in 
the  administration  of  these  laws. 

Friends  generally  should  support  individuals  who 
have  suffered  loss  of  their  livelihood  by  acting  under 
conscience  in  resisting  conscription,  or  in  opposing 
loyalty  oaths,  or  for  seeking  to  uphold  basic  civil 
and  religious  liberties. 

6.  Friends  should  deal  with  Communists,  individuals 
accused  of  Communism,  or  persons  rejected  by 

society  for  other  reasons,  as  human  beings.  Without 
embracing  false  philosophies  or  condoning  any  error. 
Friends  should  still  regard  all  people  as  children  of 
God.  If  in  prison  they  should  be  visited;  and  where 
there  is  need,  arrangements  made  for  their  familiea. 

7.  In  the  face  of  increasing  pressure  toward  conformity 
as  exemplified  in  non*disloyalty  oaths.  Friends 

should  re-examine  their  traditional  testimony  against 


oaths  which  test  loyalty  by  words  instead  of  deeds, 
intensify  fear  and  suspicion,  and  imply  guilt  unless 
innocence  is  proven,  not  to  mention  implying  a  double 
standard  of  truth.  True  loyalty  and  allegiance  can  be 
attained  only  by  conviction,  not  by  coercion.  In  the 
words  of  the  Five  Years  Meeting  of  Friends  in  1945, 
we  affirm  "our  unchanging  conviction  that  our  first 
allegiance  is  to  God  and  if  this  conflicts  with  any 
compulsion  by  the  state  we  serve  our  country  best  by 
remaining  true  to  our  higher  loyalty.” 

8.  Friends  are  encouraged  to  exercise  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  citizenship  by  examining  carefully  specific 

national  issues  affecting  civil  liberties  and  civil  rights 
and  by  taking  action  as  appropriate.  We  view  with 
apprehension:  the  lack  of  protection  of  individual 

rights  in  some  Congressional  Committee  procedures; 
the  current  proposals  to  permit  wiretapping;  the 
operation  of  the  Federal  Loyalty-Security  program;  the 
investigation  of  beliefs  and  associations  by  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation;  and  the  limitations 
placed  on  the  issuance  of  passports  and  visas  with 
adverse  effect,  among  other  things,  on  the  holding  of 
scientific  and  religious  conferences  in  this  country, 
as  well  as  the  free  travel  of  American  citizens  abroad. 
We  encourage  programs  of  education  and  legislation  to 
remove  racial  and  religious  discrimination  and  to 
guarantee  equal  opportunities  and  rights  to  all  citi¬ 
zens.  We  advocate  support  of  the  International  De¬ 
claration  of  Human  Rights. 

9.  In  making  statements  to  investigating  officers  and 
agencies.  Friends  should  be  especially  careful  for 

the  reputation  of  others,  speaking  only  the  objective 
facts  known  to  them,  and  guarding  against  misquo¬ 
tation  by  making  statements  in  writing  where  possible. 

10.  Finally,  Friends  are  reminded  that  the  loss  of 
civil  liberties  is  an  inevitable  consequence  of 

the  resort  to  war  and  violence  as  the  means  of  se¬ 
curity.  They  have,  therefore,  an  inescapable  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  work  unceasingly  for  the  elimination  of 
war  through  the  establishment  of  a  just  economic  and 
political  order,  disarmament  and  the  creation  of  true 
world  community. 

WITH  A  PROFOUND  SENSE  OF  HUMILITY  THAT  WE  HAVE 
FALLEN  SO  FAR  SHORT  OF  THE  IDEAL  REVEALED  IN 
THE  LIGHT  GIVEN  UNTO  US,  AND  WITH  A  CORRESPOND¬ 
ING  SENSE  OF  RESPONSIBILITY  TO  OUR  FELLOW  MEN 
WE  CALL  ON  ALL  FRIENDS  TO  JOIN  WITH  US  IN  THE 
PURSUIT  OF  THESE  GOALS. 


(A  conference  on  Civil  Liberties  was  called  by  the 
Friends  World  Committee,  at  the  suggestion  of  Pacific 
Yearly  Meeting.  57  Friends  were  present  representing 
20  Yearly  Meetings,  The  American  Friends  Service 
Committee,  the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legis¬ 
lation,  the  Friends  World  Committee,  and  the  Lake  Erie 
Association.  This  statement  was  issued  by  them  to 
all  Friends.) 


Copies  are  available  free  from: 

-FRIENDS  WORLD  COMMITTEE- 
American  Section  and  Fellowship  Council 
20  South  Twelfth  Street 
Philadelphia  7,  Pennsylvania 


F.CN.L.  -  15m  -  April,  1954 
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